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ABSTPACT 

Part 1 of the report's three sections presents a 
general review of the published literature relevant to understanding 
the drug problem in the United States. Part 2 presents a summary of 
data obtained in an investigation into the nature and agnitude of 
the delinquency problem among youth living in the Wind River Indian 
Reservation area of Wyoming. The relationship between drug use and 
delinquency, various background factors, and 211cohol use was 
examined. A self-report questionnaire was administered to U56 male 
and 391 female students in the 9th and 12th grades at Lander Valley 
High School and Wind Piver/High School in May 1972. Part 3 presents 
data on the similarities a(nd differences in drug use and attitudes 
toward drug use of American Indian and Anglo youth living in the wind 
Piver Indian Reservation area. Data were obtained from 120 Indian and 
391 Anglo 9th through 12th grade students from the Wyoming Indian 
High School, Lander Valley High School, Piverton High School, and 
Wind River High School. Some findings presented in Parts 2 and 3 
were: Indian students had more favorable attitudes toward drug use; 
and those who had used drugs tended to have poorer relationships with 
their parents and the schools and a strong tendency to h'?. involved in 
other delinquent acts. (NQ) 
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PRE^^ACE 

This research reoor^t Is divided Into three sections. 
Chapter I presents a ijjeneral review of the Published literature 
relevant to understanding; the current drug; probleim In the 
United States. Chapter II deals with the relationship betm^ti 
drua; use and background factors, drup; use and delinquency , and 
drup; use and alcohol use amonp:; ninth through twelfth grade 
students attendinjs; Lander Valley and Wind River High Schools 
located In Fremont County, Wyoming. Chapter III is concefned 
with Indian and Anglo differences in drug use and attitudes 
toward drug use among a sample of ninth through twelfth grtie 
students attending Lander Vallev, Wind River, Riverton and 
Wyoming Indian High Schools, all located In Fremont Countj^, 
Wyoming. More detailed information with resoect to the sam^ 
pies studied and the research procedures Is presented In 
Chaptjers II and III. Chapter T was written by Holland Raboln*. 
Chapter II is based on data collected by Morris Forslund* ind, 
Chanter III is based on data collected by William Cockerham. 
Overall TesDonslbility for the production of this report rests 
with Morris Forslund. 

We wish to thank the administrators, teachers and students 
of the schools involved for their cooperation in these studies. 
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DRaCrS: AN I?-fT?.ODUCTION AiMD OVERVIEW 

Historical Perspective 

The purpose here Is not to present a comprehensive history 
•of the use of drugs but, rather^ to provide a perspective from " 
which to view contemporary drug use In the United States. Prob- 
ably few Americans are unaware of the current controversy sur- 
rounding the use of drugs. Accounts of drue: smuggling, drug- 
related arrests, debates concerning drug legislation, etc. ap- 
pear frequently In the mass media. There Is a tendency, however, 
to view drug use and drug abuse as a specifically contempofary 
phenomenon— a view that Is historically distorted.. Human beings 
have in fact used drugs for a variety of purposes for many cen- 
turies . 

Cultivation of the opium poopy apparently dates from pre- 
historic times and Is believed to have originated in and around 
Mesopotamia. Archeological evidence from Cyprus, Crete and 
Greece indicates that opium was used rltualistically as early 
2000 B.C. (Blum et al . , 1969a:13: Blum, et_ al . , 196^1:7). Ausubel 
(195B:57) has noted that the ancient Egyptians, Persians and 
Romans used opium for pleasure-seeking as well as medical pur- 
poses. Use of opium was widespread in Turkey and Persia by the 
sixteenth century, and was being exported from Cyprus to Egypt 
during that era. 

Although opium seems to have originated In the Neai? East, 
ITS use gradually spread beyond this region. It was introduced 
to China by Arab traders as early as the seventh century, and 
appears to have been cultivated in India by about the beginning 
of the sixteenth century (Blurr., et^ al. . , 1969at 47-il8). 

The use of opium in th-^ United States first became apparent 
In 3an Pranclnco In I851, and Is associated with the importation 
of Chinese laborers or coolies. Opium and its derivatives^ par* 
tlcularly morphine, were used extensively during the Civil War 
( 156l'-l86'3 ) because of their painkllllnrr and calming properties. 
And, of course, morphine -md other opium derivatives continue 
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to be used for theso 3aiy« purjioses today. 

Cannabis sativa or .T.arHuaoa is another drup; that Is wld#.Iy 
used in Arr'.erican society and which has a lonp; hlstc>A^. According 
to Brecher ( 1972: 397 ), the hemp plant-source, of hashish and 
marijuana- -was valued as a palnkilline; drup; In China as early as 
273"^ B.C. Marijuana use has also been traced to India d.uring 
the second mlllenium B.C. (Blum, et al,. , 1969a:6?), to Assyria 
about 650 B.C., to Greece during; the fifth century B.C., and to • 
Germany about 500 B.C. (Brecher, 1072-: 297-^102 ) . 

The India henp olant was introduced into the Western Hemi- 
sphere via Chile by the Spaniards in 15^15 (Brecher, 1972: il03- 
^f09). The cultivation and use of marijuana spread northward to 
Mexico by IRS6, and it was widely used there by 1B98. Its reg- 
ular use by some Americans became evident in I916 when it was 
introduced to soldiers in the Panama Canal Zone and to those 
forces fis:hting Pancho Vllla_ along the Mexican border (Blum, et 
al., 1969a: 69). ~~ 
This cursory review of the history and origins of opium and 
marijuana demons:rates that drup. use is not new. Although our 
present drup; crisis anoears to be a product of our times, Its 
roots extend ba:!/ into prehistory, centuries human beings 

have turned to drugs both to reduce pain and to produce what 
were d-fined as measurable experiences (The Child Study Asso-®^ 
iation of A-erica, 1971:5). Recently, however, the publicity ' ) 
given to iru? use and abuse bv the mass media and the emotional 
nature of nuch of the debate over drur<:s have made drug abuse one 
of the major social oroblens of our times. 

Deflninr Vn^ Problem. 

On- of the :^r'eate3t difficulties in defining the drug prob^- 
lem is that of s^rr.Tnf- ios . Often, the particioants in t'he "drug 
•I=,bit-" -,--m neither to be sneaking the same language nor to be 
r.^.,r:.^iinr' frorr fn- sam- ^nnunot 1 ons . This lack of communication 
crea^.-s misunderstandings and :! s a major barrier to defining the 
"■'■-uc' rroblen," The l-.sue here has been described by Mowlls 
0-)^,'-:^} gs the nroblem or "...tyranny of c ' r,] r. , nhh i*-ud-.';-^ 
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-and belief in the absenne of knowledge." 

The term "drut^" has nunerous meaninp;s, and its definition 
Is therefore sub.lect to amblriuities . A pharmacolop;lcal defln-* 
Ition offered by Modell (1967:5) states that a drug Is "....any 
substance that by Its chemical nature alters structure or fvtnc-- 
tlon in the llvlnpr or??;anlsm. Pharmacoloplcallv , a narcotic 
druj?, is any drUfr which "...in most people under most circum- 
stances and at anpronriate dose levels, produces sleep and 
stuDor and relieves oaln (Mowlls, lQ^9:3i[)." 

Lep:ally, the term narcotic druf? has often been extended 
and applied to any drusjs presumed to be habit forming; or addict- 
inp;. The layman's definition has frequently gone a step fur- 
ther, d^fininpt; a narcotic drufs; as any drug which Is socially 
disapproved or associated with delinquency and crime or any 
substance controlled by the T^ederal Bureau of Narcotics. (Nowllsv 
1969 •B'J). 

According to Modell's definition, both alcohol and tobacco 
are druprs because they alter the functioning of the human organ- 
ism. In general, however, Americans do not consider • these sub- 
stances to be '^drup-s," and their use Is subject to relatively 
minor lep-al restrictions. 

The above discussion has pointed up the fact that the def- 
inition of what constitutes a drug may be medical, legal or 
social. But for practical purnoses over the long run, the social 
definition is perhaos the most significant. As noted., alcohol 
and tobacco are, pharnacolo-ically , drugs. Both have been re- 
stricted by lep-al measures. But these legal restrictions have 
changed oeriodicaily as societal definitions and conceptions 
have chanR;ed, Thus social conceptions and definitions appear 
to be the key to understanding the current "drug problem." 

Legitimation, Drug tine and Dri-'g Abuse 

The extensiveness of nind-alter Ing drug use in the fJnlted 
States Is, perhaps, surnrl? ! r-c-* , ^or example, the National 
Commission on r^ar LIuana and Dru^ Abuse { I'j'f y. i'^i ) bar, estimated 
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• that upwards of riffeen r-rc of Anerlcans as^ed elf-ihteen and 
over, ani fourteen net-con*- a.-ed twelve throu,Q;h seventeen, have 
exDerirnented with rnarl.niana us?, ^his is perhaps a reflection 
upon our social norms. Ours Is a ^social environment In which 
drugs are widely produced, advertised and used (Blum, ejt ai , , 
196il:^i). The Intensity of our belief in the power of drugs to 
help us hold up under the stresses of. life is indicated by th© 
treftiendous volume of pills consumed daily by the American people 
As McOrath and Scaroitti (1970:12) have put it, 'we seem to 
subscribe to the premise that this life cannot be lived without. 
drue;s. ' When drus;s are used for what are considered to be leg- 
itimate medical or other purposes ^ that use is accepted and 
"legltlmizecl" by society. Drug use which falls outside of ac- 
cepted norms tends to be labeled deviant or non-lefritimate and 
those who violate such norms tend to be defined as dru/^ abusers. 

The fi;reatest concern in American society with regard to 
dru?: use and abuse seems to focus on youth who are experimenting 
•either with tyoes of drupis or tvnes of drup: use not p:enerally 
considered le.«;itimate by adults. There are undoubtedly numer- 
ous reasons why acolescents use c\vuf,s , but Nowlis has suggested 
(1-9^9:22) that many of these reasons parallel those of adults — ' 
to rind a chanr?- of oace or mood, reduce anxiety, relieve bore- 
dc.m,, facilitate social interaction, help them sleep or "Just for 



fun . 



Correlator of Drup* Hs* 



Althoup-h Illegitimate dru.c^ use is widesnread in American 
society, It appears to be dlspronortionately concentrated among 
males rerardless of the tvne of drur belnp; used (Chein and Rosen- 
feld, 10-1:55^5,. r.u-\irr,^n , iq^-V 1^5-1^5). As indicated in 
Vpl-or-. nr-l-ne Reports ^'T.T, I07? : i,?p-1?0 ) , in 107? arresi:s of 
males ^-co ir.ned for of ».hoo" t.^i-uons arrested for narcotic 

Law vl-ji-ions. speolal interest, however, is the fact that 

durin:- the neriod inrn fhrou.^h 1972 the percent female of those 
••.!-'"^3t-."d for 'Mr-ot^- '.nv/ y.lolqtJor,3 lncr"='nn-d from less than 
r.|.;. r:,-r';ent to -or^' than firteen o^rcent. This Inci-eriRo in 
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arrests of fomale.s for narco-\, lav; violations appears to reflect 
an Increase in illegal dnir use by females over this period. 
Nevertheless, iUes-al drug use remains oredominantly a male 
phenomenon. 

Data presente^d in Unj^orfn Crime Reports also indicates that 
lUecral drue; use 1^ concentrated amonf- adolescents and young 
adults. A breakd'dwn of arrests for narcotic law violations by 
age shows that in 1972 -^.0% were under fifteen years of age, 
22.f]% were under eighteen, 52. ST were under twenty-one, and 78. 
were under twenty-five (FBI, 1972:ir:8). Furthermore, the dis- 
proportionate concentration of adol-seents and young adults 
am.onp: those arrested for narcotic law violations has been in- 
ereasinp- in recent years. Between 1966 and 1972, the proportion 
of arrests of nersons under eis^hteen years of age rose from m.5% 
to 22. the oroportion of persons arrested who were under 
twentv-one years of apre increased from 35.7% to 52.6%- and, the 
oroportion of nersons arrested who were under twenty-five years 
of a2;e increased from 57.6:? to 7.S.^ri. 

The conventional stereotyoe of the drug user Is that. he Is 
a lower-class resident of a slurr or deteriorated section of a 
iarse city. Whether or not this stereotype is essentially valid 
depends on the drup. bein?; considered. Chein (1956:51) charted^ 
areas of residence of known heroin users in Manhattan, Brooklyn 
and the Bronx in New York City based on court records of con^- 
vlctions. He found that users were concentrated in the most 
crowde-U underprivi ledc^ed and dilapidated areas of the city. 
These fjndin.Pis have been corroborated by Chein and Rosenfeld 
( 1957-7?-53) and Klein and Phillips (1968 : 139 ; 11^5 ) . 

The use -^f no-callei soft drugs seems, however, to be 
located ^-lor- in the higher socioeconomic levels of our society. 
For exc^rn.Dle Ooo.le (l'^72:36) found that, "the higher the educa- 
tion, in-^ome, and occunational orestlge of one's parents, the 
PTe^ter the likelihood of tr:,'inr and using marijuana." 

The use of hal Vjclno^-^ns appears to be characterized by a 
dirr-rer;t pattern. In a comnrey.ensl ve study, Blum and hln as - 
30';late" a9</)b:lV.-13'0 round thM: th^ uso uf hall ..r J nof^ens 
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was P.ost prevalent arrrn- persona from either wealthy or poor 
famUies, with a r-3l.at.ivjl7 low level of use by persons from 
mi ddle-cl=ir,s backrrrouncis . In ^-eneral. then, it apnears that 
drua. use is not confined to oersons of lower socioeconomic class 
backp-round, and that the type of dru*': most typically used differs 
by socioeconomic level in American society. 

Data presented in Un iform C rime Reports (FBI, 1^)72:131) 
points to an overrepresentation of Blacks among persons arrested 
for violations of the narcotic laws. In 1972, 77.9% of persons 
arrested for violations of these laws were white while 21.0$ 
were Black. Given that Blacks constitute only approximately 11% 
of the ponulatlon of the United States, it is obvious that they 
are overrepresented amon.o: those arrested for violation of the 
narcotic laws. There is, however, the possibility that at least 
a part of the overrepresentatl on in arrests of Blacks for these 
offenses is a result of selective law enforcement (Lemert and 
RosbersT (19^1^:1-28- Cressey, 1957:151-153). 

2iiyjLiL- ^_ . as_ a _So c _i_a_l^ _Phe n om enon 

Dra-^ use tends to be a social phenomenon. Initiation to 
dru.v use tvoically takes nlace in a social setting and appears 
to be a social event, Drue; users are usually not loners-, they 
do not p;enerally take dru-s by themselves. Typically, there is 

t l-asf- one other nerson oarticipat ins: in the activity (Lask- 
cwlt:^. , 19^'i:6l-7n) . This pattern is apparent In heroin use, 
L3C uoe (?.ells . ITn^ : ii59„iir;7) and mari.juana use (Morton, 1968: 
Hi). Those who oarticioate in drup; use tend to b.e discrete in 
th-lr activities, often larcrelv if not entirely limiting their 
r^oclal r-litl:.n3 to interaction with other users. Due to the 
r.n-.ire - hhe activities involved, and the lep:al and social 
sanc'-.iono Vnat could renult from discovery of those activities, 
th^- ^,.lr':• clr.ir.tc ar-e ur/leiT'>i-..itvl.Thi ;/ secretive and tend to seek 
tne ilow,'--;hln of pornons with dnilar Into rest a (Eg lis, 1968: 
Pearl-'.an, 10"^^, • 'i?- ^ 
':or.trir7 to ror.ulr.r b-lief, the novice is not usually in- 
ItliV'-l ir.t^ '.lr"!<' u:;^ by ^^n ai-ilt "pusher" tr.yjnr. to Inoi-r-ase 
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his clientele and increase his profits. In the great majority 
or cases the novice rec>elves introduction to drugs from a 
friend or someone in his own n^e .n^oup. Frequently, the pattern 
of initiation follows oeer-oriented status seekinp; behavior and 
occurs in a social setting (Dall, 1967:55). This pattern has 
been documented for initiation into the use of heroin (Cheifi, 
1956:53: Chein and Rosenfeld. 1957^55), marijuana (Suchman, 1968 
lii5-155) Hnd LSD (Blum, et al . , 196^1:23). 

Sinilar to the myth of the "pusher" is the belief that once 
an individual has tried one drup; he will go on to use other 
drusrs. Typical here is the belief that the use of marijuana 
almost inevitiblv leads to the use of hard drupis-the "stepping 
stone theory." To date there is no evidence to suonort this 
belief. The origin of this fear appears to have been an erron- 
eous interpretation of research findings indicatlnfr that a high 
percentap;e of hard dru? users hM had prior experience with 
marijuana (e.^^. , St^f fenhagen , et al. , 1969:29-96). However, ' 
Clausen (1957:3^^-35) researched the association between mari- 
juana use and oniate addiction in the United States and concluded 
that marijuana smoirin- could not be linked as a causal antecedent 
to opiate addiction. Eiells ( I96B : /.t59 : 67 ) reached the same con- 
clusion with regard to the connection between marijuana use and 
the use of LSD. Similar studies have been sum.med up'by Suchman 
(196'^:liiB~155) who concluded that, "there is no evidence in these 
rindin;^3 to suoport the claims that snokinj.. marijuana is a pred- 
ecessor to the use of other more dan,<^erous druprs." 



Dru.'iS and the I';w 



The first siRiniflcant federal le^^.islatlon dealing with drugs 
was the s':~caUed Harrison Act oassed in 191'». This act was 
desiP-n^i to control the domestic sale, use and transfer of opium 
and cc.a orodu.ts. it required the re^^istratlon of persons hand- 
lim these "Jrur^s and also required that they keep exact records 
0^ their transactions Involvinc th^se dru,^s . In addition it 
prohibited the possession of these druar, except for leP-ltimate 
m-dic^)l r-urp^-.os on the r.:trt of '..ernons not i-cjM stored under the 
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act. The Harrison Ac- j, esv....-tl,ll.v a. tax act that is used to 
control the dr.« traV-lc In th. mitei States. It has been 
ammended a n.n^.ber of timer. ,lnoe Us Initial passage, but prim- 
arily simply to chan« the t.x rate and the penalities Tor its 
Violation. 

In 1337 the Marijuana Tax Act was passed. This act provided 
ror the registration and taxation of all persons engaged in Im- 
Portm,^, manufacturing, producing, selling, dispensing, prescrib- 
ing, administering? or giving away marijuana. In 19^i6 the so-, 
called Robertson Bill was passed, extending application of fed- 
eral narcotic laws to anv synthetic drug having addict lon-formlng 
or addlction-sustalnln..liabllities sl.^llar to morphine. The 
Dru^ Use Control Amnendr.ent s of 1965 extended federal control 
r/er depressant and stimulant drugs. 

m 1966 the Marcotic Addlcc Rehabilitation Act was enacted, 
^his act provides for the civil comnitment and treatment of nar^- ' 
cotic addicts, including those charged with or convicted of vio- 
lating certain federal criminal laws. And, In 1970 the Drug 
Abuse Prevention and Control Act was enacted providing federal 
support for community treatment facilities for drug dependent 
individuals. This act gives the Secretary of Health, Education 
and ../elfare rather than the Attorney General authority over med- 
ical and scientific matters related to drug use. Penalities for 
drug possession were greatly reduced, and Judges were given wider 
discretion in dealin. with first offenders. However, penalities 
for drug 3ale remain severe an:l marijuana remains in the same 
legal catep;ory as heroin. 

Wvcring enactei a Hniform Marcotic Drug Act in 1931. Al^- 
though m.'.rljuana w-s classified ar a narcotic, it did not carry 
the sevc-re penr,-Jti-.s associated with other narootJc Drugs. The 
substan-e or the V/yon1r^./• 'i,, 5 for in MHr..ot1p Ururr Act, as it pert- 
ains to this st'j'iy, Is as follows: 
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Sec tion - 8 '^-m, .Sa''.e c_fjf co 1 1 c s . 

Exceot as herlnafter provl.'ieU, it shall be unlawful for 
any person, whether acting for himself or as agent, to 
posDess or sell or cthe:*vise dispose of cocaine, eucalne, 
beta eucaine, alpha euoalne, morphine, heroin, chloral, 
chloral hydrate, Indian '-.err.p, opium or any salt, compound 
or derivative thereof, except upon the prescription of a 
licensed practicing physician registered in this state 
(Wyoming Revised Statutes, 1931:1232), 

Sect ion 85-116 , Felony-Penalty 

Any person found guilty of any violation of the Drovlslons 
of section 35-11^1, ...shall be deemed guilty of a felorty 
1 and shall be fined not less than five (?) hundred dollars 
nor more than one thousani dollars , or imprisoned in the 
stat^^ penitentiary for a term of not less than one year 
nor more than three years, or be punished by both such fine 
and imprisonment in the discretion of the court (Wyoming 
Revised Statutes, 1931:1232-3?^. 

S ection B5 -II7;, glAg_.a M possession o f mescal, marl - 

.jjjana, and other na rcotic dr ugs . 

It shall be unlawful, for any person, firm, corporation, or 
association to sell, furnish, or give away, or offer to 
sell, furnish, or ^Ive away, or to have In his or Its pos- 
session peyote (oellote), botanically known as lophaphora 
williamsli, or agave amerlcana, commonly known as the mes- 
ial button, cannabis amerlcana, commonly known as marijuana 
or anv compound, derivative or preparation thereof. (V/yo- - 
ming Revised Statutes, 19^:1232-33). 

•?^Ay.2P.. Ji^^lii 1 Penalty 

any person who shall violate any of the provisions of sec- 
tion 85-117, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon con- 
viction thereof shall be fined not to exceed five hundred 
dollars or Imprisoned in the county jail for a period 
not to -xceed six months or by both such fine and Imprison- 
ment r'/.yominp- Revised Statutes, 1931 : 1232-33). 

Thene :'.tatutes were devised to fulfill the needs of Wyoming 
t the ti-o of their inception. Changes in these statutes were, 
■//ever, renuir-i as in format ion about drugs and drug affects 
-reasfd in recent vear.=5 . Whereas the Uniform Narcotics Act of 
31 dealt, with one category, 'narcotics," current attempts at 
edefiriir". narcotic di-ipr, have ren-jlted in a change In legal 
erinltlon.c. In 1971 the state of Nfyuiflnr, pansed the 'Wyoming 
ntrcJl^d .'••instance Act 's-^ticn 3''-3^t7.1). Thlf. ac^ provided 
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for the establ^. sl/nonf cr^ n --^ ' 3s ! on headed by the State Attor- 
ney General an 1 Including; advlsor-s, the directors of the 
divisions of Public Hfval':h, tn? -coartnerit of Health and Social 
Services, and the Administrative Assistant to the Wyoming State 
Board of Pharmacy. (Session Laws of Wyoming, 1971:^67). This 
commission was empowered uo investip;ate substances and recommend 
legal restrictions or controls. Before making a recommendat-ion 
for control, the commission is instructed to gather facts pfer- 
tinent to the disoosition of each substance. To assist the' com-- 
mlssio.-. in its decision, knowledge is to be accum.ulated in the 
followln/^ areas : 



1. The actual or relative potential for abuse. 

ihe scientific evidence of its pharmacological effects, 
if known. 

3. The state of current scientific knowledge regarding the 
substance. 

'1. The history and current pattern of abuse. 

5. Ihe scooe, duration, and significance of abuse. 

o. ..he risk to the public health. 

7. The potential of the substance to oroduce psychic or 

onyslological dependence liability. 
^. Whether the substanca is an immediate precursor of a 

substance air :\dy controlled under this article'; and 
9. Its other uses, both medical and commercial.' 
(oesoion Laws of Wyoming, 1971 ; il73-i( ) 

•ic:)n completing its Investigation, the State Attorney 
Oeneral wo>ild recommend changes in current measures or the in- 
stitution of control rneisurer-; directed toward appropriate sub- 
3tan?o3. I'ach drup- exar.ined would be categorized into one of 
five scheduler, with distinct characteristics and accompanied by 
its own net of penalties for violation of the control measures 
Institutod. These schedules with examples of the types of drugs 
Inciudoo', alono- with current legal penalties are provided In 
Tables 3 and C. 

Tt Ifi apparent from Tabl-s B and and from the discussion 
earlier, that the Controlled .Ouhstance Act of 1971 provides for 
a flexible - inns i f 1 -at ion ncnedule. As new in forinatlon is ob- 
tained thro'j'/n research, .-;ubotancGS ma^ be reclassified from one 
sche Jule to anothe--, thereby automatically ad lusting the legal 
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definition and penalty as.ocl-ated wii.h violation of control 
measures, m all ca.es. the court is allowed to use its dig- 
oretlon in the disposition of a case. 



Table B Schedules for the placement of substances. 



Schedule and criteria for placement. 



I . a . 



b. 



has high potential for abuse. 

har, no accepted medical uss in treat- 
ment in the United States 'or lacks 
accepted safety for use in treatment 
under nodical supervision. 



Substances 



Heroin 
LSD 

Marijuana 
Mescaline 
Peyote 



II. 



a. 
b. 



hat^ hiK-h potential for abuse. 

has currently accepted medical use in 
treatment in the United States, or 
currently accepted medical use with 
severe restrictions:, and 

abuse of the substance may lead to 
se^^ere psvchic or physical depend- 
ence. ^ 



Opium, opiate J 
or poppy and 
poppy straw. 
Methadone 
Isomethadone 



III. a 

4> 



potential for abuse less than sub- 
stances in Schedule I & II. 

has currently accented medical use 
i n "-reatment in the U.S. 

abuse of the substance mav lead to 
moderate or low physical or hifrh 
psycholor^cal dependence. 



Amphetamine 
Methoampheta- 

mine 
Lysergic Acid 



IV. a. -rubntance h^.s low potential for 
abuse relative to substances in 
schedule III. 

b. substance has currently accepted 
medical uno in treat.-nent in the 
Unltod nto.'-.er, . 



Barbital 

Paraldehyde 

Phenoharbital 
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Table ( cont inuei ) 



Schedule and criteria Top pl&oom'^nt. 



G . 



abuse may lead t limited physical 
dependence or psychological depend- 
ence relative to the substances in 
Schedule III. 



Substances 



V. a. substance has a low potential for 
abuse relative to the controlled 
substances listed in Schedule IV. 

b, has currently accepted medical use 
in the United States. 

c <• has limited physical dependence 
or psycholo;:^ical dependence lia- 
bility relative to the controlled 
substances in Schedule IV. 



These substan- 
ces are com- 
pounds that 
are not to 
exceed limited 
amounts of 
controlled 
substances . 
Codeine in 
cough syrup 
is one exam- 
ple . 



(Session Laws of Wyoming, 1971:475-81) 



Table C Penalties Associated with Schedules I-V. 



■? " du 1 e s _ I II , III. 

If tho substance in violation is a narcotic, convict- 
ion would carry a penalty of imprisonment not to exceed 
twenty (20) years, or fine not to exceed Twenty-five 
"'housand Dollars ( , -00 . 00 ) , or both such fine and Im- 
prisonment . 

Tf the substance is not ^ narcotic, conviction would 
carry a penalty of Imprl sonment not to exceed ten (10) 
y?ar3, or fine not to exceed Ten Tho'in/md nollars (.t'10,000'. 
00) , or both . 
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Table C Penalties Assiv^lated with Schedules I-V, cont'd 



Schedule IV. 



Conviction for violation of the ordinances s;overnlng 
items in this schedule carry a penalty of imprisonnent not 
to exceed two (2) years or fine not to exceed Two Thousand 
Five Hundred Dollars ($2,500.00), or both. 



Schedule V. 



Conviction for violation of the ordinances governing 
items in this schedule carry a penalty of imprisonment not 
to exceed one (1) year, or fine not to exceed One Thousand 
Dollars ($1,000.00), or both such fine and Imprisonment. 



(Session Laws of Wyoming;, 1971 ! il85--6 ) 
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DRUG USE, BACKOROUMD FACTORS, DELINQUENCY AND ALCOHOL USE 

The Info-rmation suinr.iari?,ed in this chapter was obtained 
In the process of an Investigation Into the nature and mag- 
nitude of the delinquency problem among youth living In the 
Wind River Indian Reservation area of Wyoming. The data were 
obtained through the use of a self-report questionnaire ad- 
ministered to the students of Lander Valley High School and 
Wind River High School in May of 1972. More detailed in- 
formation may be found in Data Book III; Drug Use and DeX- 
lnquency_ (Porslund, 197^). T.ie first section of this chap- 
ter deals with the relationship between drug use and a 
variety of background factors. The second section presents 
data concerning the relationship between drug use and other 
types of delinquent acts. And, the third section deals with 
the relation-^hip between drug use and alcohol use. 

A drug user here is defined as any student who used 
marijuana or any other drug for kicks or pleasure during the 
year preceding the administration of the questionnaire. The 
total sample consists of H5S males and 391 females. Of the 
males, 79.8^ had used neither marijuana nor other drugs 
"during the past year," l.lf, had used other drugs but not 
marijuana, 12.5:^ had used marijuana but not other drugs, and 
6,65 had used both marijuana and other drugs. Of the females, 
31,1^ had used neither marijuana nor other drugs "during the 
past year/' 2.3% had used otiier drugs but not marijuana, 7.7?^ 
had used marijuana but not other drugs, and 9.0JS had used bpth 



marijuana and other drugs. Because of the small ntffnHe?''^ 
personr, In some of the drug use categories, It was necessary 
to categorir.e the students simply as drug users or non-users 
in ':he data analysis. For the same reason, it was not pos- 
sible? to provide a meaningful analysis of the data in terms of 
f' -equency of drup* us,i. 

rioy^? !-} or n Ir.tiificanno^ are indloatnd bcl-.w f.he tnhica or 
In the. text i.'/^^L^'ti the 0 1. rrorciK'.ets that exist In the 
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distTlbucioti of resnonse;^ by l-^'i-- use have a probability of less 
than f ive in on':? hu.n.irei beings at tributable to. chance. The 
number of resoonses '/arien scrowhat from table to table because 
a few respon-ients failed to answer soia.-» of the questions and 
because only students who had drunk an alcoholic beverage during 
Che year orecedlng the administration of the questionnaire were 
asked to answer certain questions concerninp; alcohol use. 

Table 1 presents the distribution of dru,^ users by sex and 
hlc'h s-'^ool. Differences in the proportion of drug users by 
school ^re not significant for either males or females. 

Table 1 



Percentage Distr- 


1 but ion 


of -Respondents bv 
f(ip;h School- 


Drug 


Use, Sex and 






















Male 






Female 




User " 




_N 


User 


Mon-User 


M 


Lander Valley 


19.3 


^0.2 


?79 


19.3 


80.7 


337 


Wind River 




77.9 


77 


16.7 


83.3 




Total Both H^.-h 
.. Schools 


on p 


79. « 




IB. 9 


81.1 


391 



Table ?. presents the distribution of drug users by sex and 
graie in cc'^ool. ^or both males and females there Is a tenden- 
cy for the percentage of drug users to Increase from the? ninth 
to th'^' tv/eirth grade, biit this tendency Is statistically slg- 
niric^nt only for males, As can be seen, approximately a quar- 
ter of eleventh and twelfth prade male , admitted to having used 
a drur ^or kicks cr olear.iue during the year preceding the ad- 
ministration of the rniestionnalre and , about one-fiftl of ele- 
venth gr-i/Je fe"ialer, and a tj'iarter' of twelfth grade females ad- 
mitted t') havlnr': used a drug '" ir ki'^kr. cr pl<^M«ui"^ dui'lng thl?s 
period. 
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*X2 = 8.55, 3df, p<.05 



Percentage 


Distribution of Respondents 
Grade in School 


by Drup, Use, Sex, 


and 


.. 

Grade 


iTser ' 


Male* 






Female 




Mon-Use;' 


M 


Oser 


Non-User 




Ninth 


13.^ 


86.6 


112 


17.9 


82.1 


123 




17.2 


82.8 


13^ 


15.3 


8i|.7 


111 


Eleventh 


26.2 


73.3 


107 


20.0 


80.0 


80 


Twelfth 


26.3 


73.7 


99 


25.3 


7^.7 


75 


Total All 
Grades 


20.^ 


79.6 


^52 


19.0 


81.0 


389 



Table 3 presents the distribution of drup; users by sex and 
race. Because of the small numbers of Spanish American, Black, 
Oreintal and "Other" students in the sample, no meaningful cor.- 
parisons can be made amont?: the members of these racial-ethnic 
^?roups. Although a higher percentage of both male and female 
Indian students -used drugs as compared to Anglo students, this 
difference Is statistically significant only for females. Among 
American Indian?; there is no cignlficant difference in the per- 
centap-e of drug u^ers by tribe (Aretpftho©, nhr,shon«> , Other). 
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Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use 

Sex and Race 







Male 






Female 




Race 


User 


Non-User 


N 


User 


Men --User 


N 


Ani;lo 


19 


80.6 


355 


16.5* 


83.5 


315 


American 
Indian 


25.0 


75.0 


68 


29.0* 


71.0 


62 


Spanish 
American 


21.1 


78.9 


19 


25.0 


75.0 


12 


Black 


50.0 


50.0 


2 






0 


Oriental 


0.0 


100.0 


2 






0 


Other 


16.7 


83.3 


6 


50.0 


50.0 


2 


Total All Races 


20.4 


79.6 


452 


18.9 


81.1 


391 



*Dirrerence of proportions test indicates a significantly 
higher nroportion of dru^ users among Indian than Anglo fe- 
males; Z = 2.317;p = .020; the difference between Indian and 
Anglo males is not statistically significant. 



There is no significant difference in the percent of drug 
users by relif^ious affiliation (Protestant, Catholic, Jewish, 
Mormon, Other), but as indicated in Table 4 attendance at 
reli<?;lous services tends to be more frequent among non-users 
than users. This relationship, hov.'ever, is statistically 
significant only for females. 
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Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex 
and Attendance at Religious Services 



Attendance 






Male 




Female* 


user 


Non-User 


User 


Non^User 


At least once 


a 


week 


16.7 


24.9 


20.8 


35.9 


Several times 


a 


month 


10.0 


10.5 


18.1 


19.9 


Several times 


a 


year 


15.6 


19.0 


12.5 


16.0 


Once or twice 


a 


year 


33.3 


27.2 


31.9 


19.6 


Never 






24.4 


18.4 


16.7 


8.7 


Totals 






100.0 


I'OO.O 


100.0 


100.1 



•^^^niber 90 353 72 312 

*X2 . 12.39, 4df, p<.02 



No significant differences were found in the social class 
distributions of drug users and non-users for either sex; and, 
no relationship was found between drug use and whether or not 
the .mother works outside of tl.s home for either sex. A sig- 
nificant difference was found, however, in the living arrange- 
ments of drurr, users and non-users. Por both males and females 
a significantly higher proportion of youth not living with both 
Darents as c.tnparcd to youth living wUh both parents use drugr,. 
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Percentage Distribution of Respondents by 
Drug Use, Sex and Living Arrangement 









Male* 




Female* 


Living Arrangement 


User 


Non-User 


User 


Non-User 


Live with both parents 


68.1 


79.3 


66.2 


77.6 


Live with mother 


13.2 


6.7 


13.5 


9.3 


Live with father 


5.5 


3.6 


2.7 


2.6 


Live with guardians 




^.5 


4.1 


1.6 


Live with mother and 
stepfather 


5.5 


3.6 


H.l 


5.1 


Live with father and 
stepmother 


0.0 


0.8 




1.3 


Other 


.3.3 


l.i^ 

— ■ 


ii.l 


2.6 


Totals 


100.0 


99.9 


100.1 


100.1 


Number 


91 


358 


7^ 


313 



*For both males and females a significantly higher proportion 
of youth not living with both parents as compared to youth 
living with both parents use drugs. For males, 17.9 percent 
0.^ youth living with both parents as compared to 28.2 percent 
of youth not living with both parents use drugs: Z = 2.269; 
p = .023. For females, I6.8 percent of youth living with both 
parents as conpared to 26.3 percent of youth not living with 
both parents une drugs*. Z = 2.05^; P - .0'40 



The data presented in Tables 6 and 7 show that both male 
and fenale dru,e; users tend to perceive that they get along . 
less well with both their father and their mother than is the 
case with non-users. Further indication of problems in this 
area is evident in the data presented In Table 8; both male 
and female drug users feel that they can discuss fewer 



problems with their parents than do non-users. 

T^^ .^ 6 BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex 
and Responses to the Question: How well do you get along 

with your father? 









Male « 


Female** 


Response 


User 


Non~User 


User 


Non-User 


Better than average 


37.0 


50.9 


37.5 


48.2 


Average 


3^;.8 


39.6 


29.2 


:8.i 


Less well than average 


27.2 


9.5 


33.3 


13.7 


Totals 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Mumber 


81 


3'^6 


72 


307 



*X2 = 13. 67 J 2df, p^'.OOl 
*»X2 = 15.66, ?rlf, p<.001 
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Percentage Distribution by Drug Use, Sex and Responses 
to the Question: How well do you get along v;ith your mother? 



Male^ Female** 

Response User Non-User " User Mon-UseF 



Better than average 32.6 
Average 50,6 
Less well than avera^^e 16,9 



52.7 ^0.8 53.2 

ilO.5' 39.^ 37.^ 

6.8 19.7 9.4 



Totals 100.1 100.0 99.9 100.0 

Mur.ber 89 351 71 310 

*X2 = 15.65, 2df, p<.001 
**X^ = 7.30. 2 df, PV.05 

Table 8 



Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex 
and Responses to the Statement: With my parents I can discuss: 







Male* 


Female* *^ 


Response 


User 


Non-User 


User 


Non-User 


Nearly all kinds of 
probler.s 


25.3 


37.7 


18.1 


31.1 


Most kinds of problerr.s 


23..I 


25. B 


16.7 


23.3 


Come kinds of problems 


23.1 


20,7 


20.8 


22.0 


?o'fi kinds of problems 


>i.6 


15.9 




23.6 


Totaln 


100.1 


100,1 


100.0 


100.0 


Mumb'?r 


91 


353 


72 


305 


= 9.9^, 3dr, p^.02 




*«x^ = 13.8/1, 


3df, p 
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No significant relationships wei-e found for either sex 
between drug use and the nu!-.bor of awards won at school or the 
number of extracurricular activities participated in or how 
smart the students feel that they are in comparison with others 
of their own age. No significant difference was found between 
grades received by drug urors and non-users among males, but 
there is a statistically sisnificant tendency for female drug 
users to receive lower grades than those received by non-users. 

Table 9 

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex 
and Grades Last Marking Period 



Grades 




Male 


Female* 


User 


Non-User 


User 


Non-User 


Above ^vevzi^e 


(A-B) 35.1 


39.0 


27.7 




Average (C) 


^2.9 


iil.9 


^9.2 


39.3 


Belov/ averai^e 


(D-F) 22.1 


19.2 


23.1 


12.6 


Totals 


100.1 


100.1 


100, .0 


100.0 


Mumber 

= 10.20, 


77 

2df, p<.01 


313 


65 


285 



.'■.H 3hov/n in Tible l.j,. there is a significant relationship 
b--itv/een Jrug use and whether or not students of both sexes plan 
to graduate from hign school' i.e., a higher percentage of non- 
userG than users of both nexes definitely plan to graduate from 
high school. And, as Indicated in Table Jl, a higher percentage 
of fo.-nale non-users than '.i^.ers plan to attend college. There 
.'.r. , however, no si --^ni ficant rolationohip between drug use and 
pUnr. to att'^nd college gr.ong male students. 
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Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to 
the Question: Do you plan to graduate from high school? 



Response 




Male* 
ITser Non-User 


_ _P e male"'*^ 

TJsev Non-Use? 


Definitely yes 




79.3 


89.2 


73.0 


87.4 


Probably yes 




12.0 


8.3 


17.6 


9.8 








1.7 


8.1 


2.5 


Probably not 




2.2 


0.6 


l.il 


0.3 


Definitely not 




1.1 


0.3 






Totals 




100.0 


100.1 


100.1 


100.0 


Number 




92 


362 


74 


317 


*X2 = 3. ^^2, ^klf, p< 


.05 










**X'- = 11.19, 3df, 


p<r. 


02 












Table 


11 






ercentage Distribution 


by Drur- Use and Sex 


of Responses to 


the Question: 


Do you plan to attend 


college? 












Male 


Female* 


Response 




User 


Mon-User 


User 


Non-Uger 


Definitely yes 




21.7 


27.8 


21.6 


25.2 


Probably yes 




29.3 


3'i.7 


23.0 


35.3 


Not sure 




3'4.8 


25.9 


37.8 


27.4 


Probably not 




7.6 


6.6 


9.5 


9.1 


Definitely n->t 




6 . 


5.0 


8.1 


2,8 


Tbtaio " 




99. J 


100.0 


ioo.o 


99. S 


liumber 




92 


36 3 


7^ 


317 



* 9.6U, iidf , p.- .05 
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The data presented in T^ibles 12 and 13 show that among both 
males and females a higher percentage of drug users than non- 
users came to school In the morning and then skipped one or 
more classes later in the day without permission and also 
skipped a whole day of school during the year preceding the 
administration of the questionnaire. And' the data presented 
in Table l^i show ^;hat among both males and females a higher 
proportion of users than non-users have dropped out of school. 
Finally, with respect to the school, the data presented in 
Table 15 show that a significantly higher proportion of female 
drug users than non-users feel that their classes are dull and 
boring. There is, however, no significant difference between 
male drug users and non-users with respect to the proportion 
who feel that their classes are dull and boring. 

Table 12 

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of 
Responses to the Question: During the past year, have you 
ever come to school in the morning and then skipped one 
or luore classes later in the day without permission? 



Male* Female** 



Response 




User 


Mon-User 


User 


Non-User 


No 




27.2 


52.1 


27.0 


56.1 


Ye 3, -^nce 




10.9 


13.7 


1^1.9 


15.1 


Yes, twice 




■B.7 


10.6 


14.9 


10.3 


Yes, three times 




15 .2 


8.7 


13.5 




Yes, four times 




10.9 




|.8 


3.5 


Yes, five times 




B.7 


3.6 




3.8 


Yez, six times 




1.1 


0,3 




1.6 


Yes, seven times 




0.0 


2.0 


0.0 


1.0 


l2 5.1.. .® }S'^P .9T 3^^. 


_ t im es_ ^ 




... 5.6 _ 


12.2 


3.8 


Totals 




100 .1 


100.0 


100.1 


100.0 


Number 




92 


357 


7'* 


312 


^ 8df, 


p<.001 








*< 



»»X^ ' 32, PL'. 8df. P<.001 
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Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses 
to the Question: During the past year, have you ever sklppecl 

a whole day or school? 





Male* 


Female**, 


Response 


User Non-User 


User 


Non- 








User 



No 


28.3 


62.4 


47.3 


67.8 


Yes, once 


18.5 


17.3 


17.6 


17.5 


Yes, twice 


7.6 


5.8 


12.2 


■■■ 7.3 


Yes, three times 


12.0 


3.6 


2.7 


2.9 


Yes, four times 


5,^ 


3.1 


5.4 


1.6 


Yes, five times 


6.5 


1.4 


6.8 


1.3 


Yes, six times 


0.0 


0.8 


1.4 


0.3 


Yes, seven times 


0.0 


0.6 


1.4 


0.3 


Yes, eight or more times 


21.7 


5.0 


5.4 


1.0 


Totals 


100.0 


100.0 


100.2 


100.0 


Number 


92 


359 


74 


314 



»X2 s 60.03, 8df, p<.001 

**X^ = 26.22, Bdf, p<.01 

Table 14 



Percentage Distribution by Drup; Use and Sex of Responses 
to the Question: Have you ever dropped out of school? 









Male* 


Female*'* 


Response 




User 


Non-User 


User 


Non-u§er 


No 




87.0 


98.9 


94.5 


98.? 


Yes 




13.0 


1.1 


5.5 


1.3 


Totals 




100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Number 




92 




73 


303 


*X2 « 29.58, 


Idf, 


plOOl 








»»X2 « S.'jlv 


Idfj 
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Percentagre Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses 
to t'he Statement: Most of my classes are dull and boring. 



Male Female* 



Response 


User 


I^on-User 


User 


Non-User 


Strongly agree 


27.2 


21.2 ' 


31.1 


15.9 


Moderately agree 


3^4.8 


36.7 ■ 


31.1 


39.2 


Moderately dlsa(?;ree 


27.2 


31.9' 


33.8 


32.0 


otronp;ly disagree 


10.9 


10.2 


^.1 


12.9 


Totals 


100.1 


100.0 


100.1 


100.0 


Nunber 


92 


35^ 


7^ 


309 



« 12.66. 3df. p<.01 



The last background factors to be considered have to do 
with the world of work. No significant relationships were 
found oetween drug use ana the number of jobs that students had 
held or whether or not they had ever been fired from a Job. 
Among females there is no significant relationship between drug 
use and perceived -chances of attaining vocational or Job asplra* 
tions, but among males a significantly higher proportion of 
users than non-users feel that their chances of achieving their 
vocational aspir'-ttlons are less than average. 

Table 16 

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex and 
Responses to the Question: What do you think your chances are 
of attaining your vocational (Job) aspirations or goals? 



ERIC 



Hale* Female 

Response U^er_ _„„Non-Uger_ User Non-Usep 

Setter than average' 37\'0 3f.~3 " ' "'~T^ 23*73 

Average 50.0 58.2 75-7 71.6 

Less than average 13.0 '4.5 5.i| 5.1 

ToTirrs 100. "s " loo.a loo.o -rGtT:o'~~ 

Number 92 35^ 7^ 313 

?r *X2 9j 32, 26f:j p.^Ol ^ _ _ _ _ ^ _ _ 
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To summarize the rinvilnr^s presented above with respect to 
the relationship between drug use and a variety of background 
factors: 1) there Is a tendency for the proportion of drug 
users to increase from the ninth to the twelfth grade, especial* 
ly among females; 2) there is a tendency for a higher percen- 
tage of American Indian t'han Anglo students to use drugs, es- 
pecially among females; 3) frequency of attendance at religious 
services tends to be lower among users than non-users, par- 
ticularly for females; 4) among both males and females a higher 
proportion of non-users than users are living with both parents; 
5) both male and female drug users tend to perceive that they 
get along less well with both their father and their mother 
than is the case with non-users; 6) both male and female drug 
users tend to feel that they can discuss fewer problems with 
their parents than do non-users; 7) especially among females, 
non-users tend to receive higher grades in school than users; 
3) among both males and females a higher percentage of non- 
users than users definitely plan to graduate from high school; 
9) particularly among females, a higher percentage of non- 
users than users plan to attend college; 10) among both males 
and females a higher percentage of drug users than non-users 
came to school in the morning and then skipped one or more 
classed later In the day without permission and also skipped a 
whole day of school during the year preceding the administration 
of the questionnaire; 11) amor;- both males and females a higher 
proportion of users than non-users have dropped out of school; 
12) particularly among females, a higher percentage of users 
than non-users feel that their classes are dull and boring; 
and, 13) particularly among males, a higher percentage of users 
than non-users feel that their chances of achieving their vo- 
cabitMalNaspirations are less than average. These data, then, 
Indicate/that drug users tend to have poorer relationships with 
both tne^ parents and the school than is the case with respect 
to non-usf^rs, 
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Drug Use and Del inquency 

There are numerous references In the criminological lit- 
erature to the relationship between drug use and other 'forms 
of criminal behavior among adults. For example, it Is frequent- 
ly pointed out that many female drug addicts turn to prostitu- 
tion and. many male addicts turn to one or another type of prop- 
erty crime to obtain money to purchase drugs. There are^ how- 
ever, very few references in the Juvenile delinquency literature 
to the relationship between drug use and other types of del- 
inquency among/adolescents. Tables 17 and 18 present data 
concerning the relationship between drug use and a variety of 
other types of behavior that could be considered to be delin- 
quent acts. The types of behavior Involved range from acts 
that constitute felonies under Wyoming law to those that are 
relatively minor and are unlikely to result in an adjudication 
of delinquency unless engaged in repeatedly or as a part of a 
pattern of more seriously delinquent behavior. 

Table 17 presents data concerning the relationship between 
drug use and twenty-six forms of delinquent behavior for the 
male students in the sample studied. Inspection of these data 
reveals that with respect to all twenty-six types of delinquent 
acts a higher percentage of non-users than users had never com- 
mitted these acts "during the past year." At the other extreme j 
with respect to all of the twenty-six types of dellrtjuent acts 
a higher percentage of users than non-users committed these 
acts three or more times "during the past year." For twenty- 
three of the twenty-six types of delinqur>nt acts the difference 
between usera and non-users with respect to frequency of com- 
, .'mission is statistically significant. 
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Tabic 1^ presents data concerning the relationship between 
drug use and the same tv/enty-slx forms of delinquent behavior 
for the female students In the sample. Examination of these 
data shows that In every case a higher percentage of non-users 
than users Indicated that they had never committed these acts 
"during the past year," And, at the other extreme, In twenty- 
five of the twenty-six cases a higher percentage of users than 
non-users indicated that they had committed these acts three 
or more times "durin.s; the past year." For fifteen of the 
twenty-six types of dellrrjuent acts the difference between users 
and non-users in the frequency of commission of the act Is 
statistically significant. 

Finally, here, Tables 19 and 20 present responses to the 
questions: "Have you ever been found guilty of a traffic of- 
fense other than a parking violation?" and "Have you ever been 
found guilty of an offense other than a traffic, of fense?"" As 
is evident, a significantly higher" percentage of both male and - 
female users have been convicted of an offense other than a 
traffic offense; and, a significantly higher percentage of 
male users have been convicted of a traffic offense other than a 
parking violation. There is, however, virtually no difference 
in the percentages of female users and non-users who have been 
convicted of a traffic violation. 

Table 19 

Percentacre Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to 
the Question: Have you ever been found guilty of a traffic 
oTfense other than a parking violation? 



Response 
Yes ' ~ 


Male^f 




Female 


User "fon-tJser 
30. '^J 13.1 


tlser 
5.5 


Non-User 
■ 5.1 


Mo 


86.9 


911.5 




Totals ■ "~ 


I'" 0,0 ""lOOTo"" 


100.0 


100.0 " '" ~ 


Number 

*X? - l'l.56, Idf, 


L.P1.A01 


7? 


315 



0034 
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Percentapie Distribution ty Drufl; Use and Sex of Responses to 
the.. Question : Have you ever been found guilty of an offense 
other than a traffic offense? 



M ale^- ^ F emale* <^ 

Response User Non-User User" Non-User 



Yes 3/]. 8 1U,0 20.5 6.0 

No 65.2 R5.2 79.5 94.0 

ic oTO 100.0 100.0 

Number 92 357 . 73 316 

= 17 .67, Idf , p<.001 
*»X2 = 13.9^4, Idf, p<.001 



These data den-ionr trate that there in a significant relation- 
ship between drug use and involvement, i-- other forms of delin- 
quent behavior for both male and female adole:.<cents . This re- 
lationship does J though J appear to be stror.?;er fo:.-' male than 
female high school students. Thuf^ thevf Its a strong tendency 
for youth, and particularly male "-mth, -/ho use druRS to be in- 
volved in a variety of other type ^ of ant i -social conduct rangl:' 
from juvenile status offens^^s to fe;oni'^s. The data do not, 
howf;ver, nermlt Inferences with ;-^f»sr>ect to ''he answer to an 
important question. Door, dru-?; use ten-i t.-j lead to a i?reater 
involvement in other forms of delinquen'-y , or is engagement in 
other f-::rm3 of de! In^^uoncy conducive to drug use? There is, of 
course, also the possibility that some common "cause" underlies 
bo'-h drur; une and enp;ar.ement In a variety of other forms of 
dell;inupn*- behavior. Further rcneaT-oh j m n';>eded to rosolve 



thl.-^ Issue. 
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Detailed Information concerning the relationship between 
drug use and alcohol use can be found In Tables 27 through 50 

Data Book III; PlliJHH£Il° ^ (Porslund, 197^0. 

Thft following section summarizes the major findings to be de- 
rived from these tables and Includes several tables where signi- 
ficant differences were found between drug users and non-usc'>''S 

There were no significant differences between drug users 
and non-users with respect to the distribution of their responses 
to the following questions: 'Have your parents ever attempted 
to influence you not to drink alcoholic beverages under any 
circumstances whatsoever?" Have your parents ever attempted to 
Influence you not to drink alcoholic beverages when they are not 
present?" "Do your parents usually keep wine, beer or hard liquor 
in the home?" "How often does your father drink alcoholic bev- 
erae:es?" "How often does your mother drink alcoholic beverages?" 
"Do you ever drink alcoholic beverages at home when parents are 
present" The fact that there are no significant differences 
between users and non-users in the distribution of responses to 
these questions v;ould seem to indicate that the home experiences 
of users and non-users with respect to alcohol are essentially 
similar. 

Mo significant difference v;as found, either, in responses 
to the question asking: "How do you think that most of your 
fellow students feel about the drinking of alcoholic beverages 
by high school students when adults are not present?" it should 
be noted, though, that over 90% of both male and female users 
and non-users feel that their fellow students approve of the 
drinkins; of alcoholic beverages when adults are not present. 
However, a significantly higher percentage of both male and fe- 
male users indicated that thev personally approve of the drink- 
ing of alcoholic beverac^.oa when adults are not present. 
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Percentage Distribution by Drug use and Sex of Responses to 
the Question: How do you personally feel about the drinking of 
alcohol!^ beverages by high school students when adults 

are not present? 



Male* Female** 



Response 


User 


Non-User 


User 


Non-User 


Strongly approve 


50.5 


25.1 


i\i\,S 


18.6 


Moderately approve 


29.7 


26.2 


35.1 


27.7 


Slightly approve 


1^.3 


19.8 


12.2 


20.6 


Slightly disapprove 




9.2 


6.8 


8.i* 


Moderately disapprove 


1.1 


10.0 


l,h 


7.4 


Strongly disapprove 


0.0 


9.7 


0.0 


17.4 


Totals 


100.0 


100.0 


100.1 


100.1 


Number 


91 


359 


7^ 


311 



*X? « 35. Oil, 5dr, PC. 001 
»*X2 = 36.95 , p<..001 



A sic-nificantly higher percentage of both male and female 
users feel that the legal age for drinking beer and wine should 
be 18 years of age or less, but there Is no significant differ- 
ence between users and non-users with regard to the age at whiph 
they feel that it should be legal to drink hard liquor. 

As 3hov/n in Tables 2?. through 25 below, compared to non- 
user*?: 1) a higher percentage of both male and female drug 
users have close friends who drink alcoholic beverages when 
adults are not present: ?) "during the past year" a higher 
oercen^^-ap-e of both male and fo'^.ale users experienced at least 
some pressure from their friends to drink when adults were not 
present- 3) "during the pant year" a higher percentage of both 
male and female users drank alcoholic beverages and drank them 
on mor-^ oc ".as Ions; and, 'i) "durlnj': the past year'' a hif^her 

003/ 
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peroentnfre of both male and fcnale users drank in the al:sence of 
a parent or guardlnn, and drank move frequently under this cir- 
cumstance . 

Table 22 



Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses 
to the Question: Do any of your three closest friends 
drink alcoholic beverages when adults are not present? 



Response 






Male« 


Female** 




User 


jVon-User 


User 


Non-User 


Yes 




97.7 


"^5.2 , 


92.9 


82.0 


Mo 




2.3 


I'l.B 


7.1 


18.0 


Totals 




100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


^f umber 




80 


3^5 


70 


300 


= 9.0?, 


Idf , 


D < . 0 1 










Idf, 


P<.05 









Table 2 3 



Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to 
tne Question: During the nast year, have your friends 
ever attempted to influence you to drink an alcoholic 
beverage when adults were not present? 



Malj3* Famale** 



ERIC 



Pesjponse 


[j'scr 


Mon-User 


User 


Non-User 


Mo, never 


12.2 


2il.3 


18.9 


31.2 


Yes, one or two tines 


11.1 


25.1 


10.8 


23.1 


Yes, three or four tlm^s 


7.8 


12.8 


5.il 


U,9 


Yes , five to ten tines 


7.8 


10. 1 


8.1 


9.1 


Yes, more than ten times 


61.1 


27.7 




21.8 


Totals ^ 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 ■ 


KTO'.T 




90 




7'i 


308 


= ^^,51, ^idf, p^.oni 










L*J<i « 3-?^*, '4df'^ p<.001 





















Tai-le 



mi COPY Ar.'l/!;! r 



ERIC 



Percentaf-e Distribution by Drug u-,o and Sox of Responses to 
the Question: Did you drink an alcoholic beverap;e at any 

time during the past year? 



Res p on se 



Male^ 

User 



Mon~User 



User 



Fenale** 



Non-^User 



No, never 

Yes , one or two times 
Yes, three or four times 
Yes, five to ten times 



2.2 
7,6 

3.3 

a. 7 



Yes, more tliin ten times 78.3 



13. B 
20.6 

12.1 
38.9 



0.0 
1.4 

23.3 

71.2 



17.2 
2i|.0 
19.2 
12.3 
27.3 



Totals 
Mum^e^- 

= '18.09, i^clf, pC.OOl 



= 73.01, ildf, pC.OOl 



100,1 
92 



100,0 
355 



100.0 
73 



100.0 

308 



Table 2^. 



Percentap;e Distribution by Drus; Use and Sex of Responses to 
the Question: Durin.r^ the pact year, how many times did you 
drink an alcoholic beverage when a parent or guardian was 

not nresent? 



Response _ 
Mono 

One or two times 

Three or four times 

Pi'.'e to ton tlr.os 

More than ten times 
total 3 

Mumber 



^'Sale* 



User 
5.7 



13.0 
ir.n.') 



Mon-User 



Pemale'f*f' 



User 



19.3 
16.7 
14.1 

38.2 

100.1 

30c 



• l.'i 
5.4 
6.8 

13.5 
73.0 

lon.i 

74 



JJon-User 
13TB 



?1.7 
18.2 
17.4 
28.9 

253 
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As indicated In Tables ?.0 tlv.'ou-rh 3] below, compared to non- 
users, a slpnif leant Iv hl.^^her percentaj2;e of users have, "dur- 
Ir.s; the past year"': 1) .elt high as a result of drlnklnp;-. 
2) been drunk as a result of drinklnn:: 3) been sick as a re- 
sult of drlnklnp;' 4) passed out as a result of drinking, 5) 
excerlenced a luss of memory for a brief period as a result of 
drinking' 6) and, ^rotten into trouble with their parents as a 
result of drinking. In addition, a higher percentap*e of both 
male and female users have had an accident with a car after 
drinking, although the difference between users and non-users 
here is statistically significant only for males. 

Table 26 

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to 
the Question: During the past year., how many times have you 

"felt high" as a result of drinking?" 



^!ale* Female** 



ResDor.se 


.yser_ 


Non-User 


User 


Non-User 


Mone 


2.2 


26. 




27.1 


One or tv/o times 


7.9 


23.1 


11.0 


33.5 


Three or four times 


11.2 


10.7 


19.2 


1^.7 


Five to ten times 


11.'' 


11.1 


21.9 


11.2 


'lore than ten times 




2B.7 


^3.8 


13.5 


Totals 












100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Number 


89 


307 


73 


251 



^X^- 55. 0^ 'idr, p<.001 
*»X2 = 5^1.7?, 'idf, n^.noi 
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Table 27 
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thron^^?? Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to 
the Question: During the past year, how many times have you 
been "drunk" as a result of drinking? 



Response 


User 


Male* 

Non-User 


User 


Female** 
Mon»Us©r 


None 


3.^ 


38.8 


6.8 


^6.0 


One or t times 


19.1 


21.8 


28.8 


29.2 


Three or four times 


13.5 


12.7 


21.9 


9.2 


Five to ten times 


19.1 


8.8 


15.1 


8.8 


More than ten times 




17.9 


2'l.k 


6.8, 


Totals 


100.0 


lOG.C 


100.0 


100.0 


Number 


P9 • 


- 307 


73 


250 


*X2 » 55.93, ^df, p^.OOl 








**X2 « 53. 9B, adf. D<.noi 











Table 38 



^hriu^^Mnn^'^n^^^^^^^.^^ ^^^^ ^^^^ Sex of Responses to 
the Question: During the past year, how many times have you 
been "sick" as a result of drinking? 



Response 

None 

One or two times 
Three or four times 
*^lve to ten times 
More than ten times 
Tot aTs " 
Number 

« 39.31, UT, Dv'.OOl 

* _i 5 . ^>P. , ^ d f , p < . 0 0 1 
--^ 



Male* 


Female** 


user 


Non-User 


User 


Non-User 


25.8 


58.0 


28.8 


59.4 


36.0 


28.7 


^7.9 


28.7 


21.3 


7.2 


16. i| 


8.0 


10.1 


2.6 


1.4 


2.8 


6.7 


3.6 


5.5 


1.2 


99. Q 


100.1 


lO'O.O 


-m.-'r- — 




307 


7^3 


251 



Table ?• 
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PercentaiJie Distribution by Druja; Use and Sex of Responses to 
the Question: During the oast year, how many times have you 
"passed out" as a result of drlnklnp;? 



Response 

None 

One or two times 
Three or four times 
Five to ten times 
More than ten times 



Male* 



Totals 
Mumber 

*X2 s 39.7*1, ildf, p^.OOl 
**X^ « 20.06, Hdr, p<.OQi 



User 


Non-User 


User 


Non-User 




74.8 




86.1 


23.6 


17.3 


2i|.7 


10.8 


1*1.6 


3.6 


8.2 


1.6 


11.2 


2.9 


1.4 


1.2 


5.6 


1.3 


1.4 


0.4 


99.9 


99.9 


100.1 


100.1 


39 


306 


73 


251 



T'able 30' 



Percentage Distribution by Drue; Use and Sex of Responses to 
the Question: During the oast year, how many times have you 
experienced a loss of memory for a brleP oerlod as a result 

of drlnkinp;? 



Res£pn_se 


r4ale* 


Female** 


User 
"""42". 7 


Non-User 


User 


Non-User 


None 


70,2 


53.4' 


n.w 


One or two times 


31.5 


18.4 


32.9 


17.6 


Three or four times 


15.7 


4.9 


5.5 


5.6 


Plve to ten times 


5.6 


3.9 


5.5 


1.6 


More than ten times 


4.5 


2.6 


2.7 


2. a. 


fo'tali ~ " ' 


100,0 


■ 100.0 






Number 




305 


73 


250 


^ * ^l!M^MLl^I^L,m^ 




_*nl « 12.69 


) Adf, 


Pi.. 02 



-904^ 
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Percentage Distribution by Dvur Use and Sex of Responses to 
the Ouestlon; How many tlr^.es have you gotten into trouble 
with your parents as a re^3uIt of drinking? 



Response 



Male* 



Female^** 



er 



Non-User 



User 



No n -User 



Never 

Once or twice 
Several tir.es 



^3.8 61.0 
^3.8 33.1 
12 5.9 



^19. 3 72.3 
35.6 211.1 
15.1 3.6 



Totals 



Number 



100.0 100.0 

flg 305 



100. 0 100.0 
73 2^*9 



*X'- «-9.68, 2df, p^.Ol 



i^J<i_=' l'^M7. 2df, p<.OOX 



Table 32 



Percentap>;e Distribution by Dru^ Use and Sex of Responses to 
the Question- Have you ever* had an accident with a car after 

you had been drlnkine;? 



Male* 



User 



Responsje_ 
Yes 
No 

Totals 
Number 

= '1.52, Idf, p<,01 



Mon-User 



Female 
tTser 



16.9 
B3.1 

100.0 
71 



7.6 

92.^.1 

100. n- 
251 



7.8 
92.2 



Non-^ User 
97,6 



100.0 

6/1 



100.0 
211 



004J 



To sur.marlse the data presented In this se-tlon, it is 
apparent that both drug users and non-users have had very 
similar family background experiences with respeot to the con- . 
sumption of alcoholic beverages. Nevertheless, compared to 
non-users, users tend to approve of the drinking of alcoholic 
beverap;es when adults are not present, feel that the legal age 
for drlnkinf? beer and wine should be 18 years of age or less, 
have close friends who drink when adults are not present, 
experience pressure from friends to d.rinlc when adults are not 
present, both drink and drink when adults are not present, and 
experience a number of problems subsequent to drinking. There 
is some indication here that drug users, as compared to non- 
users, are bef:inning to experience problems with respect to 
the consumption of alcoholic beverages at a relatively young 
age. 
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CHAPTER III 

INDIAN AND ANGLO DRUG USE 

The analysis presented In this chapter Is concerned with 
ascertaining similarities and differences In drug use and at- 
titudes toward drug use of Indian and Anglo youth living In the 
Wind River Indian Reservation area. The data are drawn from a 
larger survey of the attitudes of Wyoming adolescents conducted 
in 1973 (Cockerham, 197^). The findings are based upon a sam- 
ple of ninth through twelfth grade students attending four 
high schools located within or near the boundaries of the 
Reservation— The Wyoming Indian High School, Lander Valley H,lgh 

if} 

School, Rlverton High School and Wind River High Schoo.T. The 
sample consists of 180 Anglo males, 211 Anglo females, 66 
Indian males and 5^4 Indian females. The few students in the 
original sample of other racial-ethnic backgrounds have been 
eliminated from data tabulation and analysis in order to pro- 
vide greater control over the race variable. The data analy- 
zed are responses to fourteen questions concerning drug use 
and attitudes toward drug use. Since there were no statis- 
tically significant differences in responses to any of the 
fourteen questions by sex, the data are co nsldered only by 
race rather, than by race and sex to simplify both presentation 
and discussion. 

There were few differences in responses to the fourteen 
questions by grade in school. In reply to the question*. "Have 
you ever tried marijuana?" 22.3^ of the ninth graders, 32.0J8 
of the tenth graders, ill. 7^ of the eleventh graders and 36. Of 
or the twelfth graders indicated that they had tried marijuana. 
Differences in responses to this question by grade are statis- 
tically significant (X^ a 9.90, 3df, p<.02). It should be noted 
that although the percentage of youth who have tried marijuana 
increases from the ninth through the eleventh grades, a slight- 
ly smaller percentage of twelfth than eleventh grade {Students 
indicated that they had tried marijuana. 
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The same pattern noted in the precedinc; paragraph also 
obtains with respect to t:\o use of drugs other than marijuana: ^ 
12.2% of the ninth graders, of the tenth graders, 20.2% • 

of the 11th graders, and 12.3'' of the 12th graders indicated 
that they had tried a drug other than marijuana— such as hal- 
lUGiongens, amphetamines, barbiturates, cocaine, heroin or mor- 
phine. At the time of the study, 20.2^ of the freshmen, 27.8J5 
of the sophmores, 30.2% of the Juniors and 28.05? of the seniors 
indicated that they were using marijuana. Again the same pat- 
tern. And, at the time of the study, 5.2% of the freshmen, 

of the sophmores, 9.9% of the Juniors and 1.658 of the 
seniors said that they were using other drugs. Once again, 
although the percentage of twelfth grade students using drugs 
is not only lower than the percentage of Juniors but also lower 
than the percentages of sophmores and freshmen, the pattern is 
similar. 

Data are not available to offer a conclusive interpretation 
of the pattern noted above. Nevertheless, of ninth graders in 
the sample, 17.9!^ had tried marijuana at age I'l or younger, as 
compared to 10.9^ of the tenth graders, 11.3^ of the eleventh 
graders and only 6.7% of the twelfth graders. With regard to 
the use of drugs other than marijuana, 16.3% of the freshmen, 
9.0% of the sophmores, 9.7^ of the Juniors and only 5.6% of the 
seniors had first ur.ed these drugs at age Ik or younger. These 
figures suggest the possibility that changes are beginning to 
occur in drug use patterns in the Fremont County area, with a 
higher proportion of youth at least trying marijuana and other 
drugs at increaslnrUy younger ages. If this interpretation Is 
correct, and If after having tried these drugs, a substantial 
proportion of youth continue to use them, it Is probable that 
within a few years a much hig?her percentage of high school age 
youth of the area will be using marijuana and other drugs than 
is the case today. 
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Druff L-s e ipy Race 

About three out cf ten students In the sample fee] that It 
is all right for people to use drugs If they want to, about one 
in four is undecided, an-l somewhat fewer than half feel 
that it is not all right for people to use drugs. There is a 
statistically significant difference in the responses of Anglo 
and Indian students to this question, with a higher percentage 
of Indian than Anglo youth stating that they feel that it is all 
.right for oeople to use drugs. 

Table 33 

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question: 
In general, do you believe it is all right for people to use 

drugs if they want to? 



Response 


Anglo 


Indian 


Total 


Yes 






29.8 


Undecided 


- 2>K9 


28.0 


25.6 


Mo 


50.5 


25.4 




Totals 


100'. 0 


100.0 


100.0 


iMunber 


3B6 


118 


504 



a 27.78 , 2df, p<.001 



Of the total sample ^7 Ji% say that the majority of their 
friends feel negatively about the use of marijuana. However ^ 
a significantly higher percentage of Anglo than Indian students 
stated that the najority of their friends feel negatively about 
marijuana use while, conversely, a higher percentage of Indian 
youth feel that their friends have favorable or neutral at- 
titudes toward marijuana use. 
p- 
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Percenta,a:e Distribution by Face of Resoonses to the Question: 
How would you say the majority of your friends feel about the 

use of marijuana? 



Response Anglo Indian Total 



They would strongly agree 

that it is o.k. 8.5 18.1 10.8 

They would agree that it 

is o.k. 16.1 2^.1 17.9 

They would have no 

particular opinion 21.5 31.9 23.9 

They would disagree with 
anyone who said using 

marijuana is o.k. ~ 26.2 12.9 23.1 

They would strongly disagree 
with anyone who said using 

marijuana is o.k. 27.7 12.9 2^.3 



Totals 100.0 99.9 100.0 

Number 386 116 502 



X2 s ^:63, 'idf, p<.001 




Responses to the question, "Have you ever tried marijuana?" 
are presented in Table 35. Of the total sample, about one in 
three youths admitted thtt they had tried marijuana. Again, 
the distribution of responses is significantly different by 
race, with a higher percentage of Indian than Anglo students 
Indicating that they hal tried marijuana. 
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Percentage Distribution by Race of Reiponses to the Question: 

Have you ever tried marijuana? 





Response 


An^lo 


Indian 


Total 


I have tried marijuana 

X have not tried marijuana 


27.5 
72.5 


52.9 
^7.1 


33.5 
66.5 


Totals 
Number 

X2 = 25.20, Idf, p<.001 


100.0 

385 ■ 


100.0 
119 


100.0 
50^ 



Table 36 presents data concerning the age at which mari- 
juana was first used by those persons who have tried it. There 
is a stacisticaXly significant tendency for Indian youth to 
have first tried marijuana at a younger age than Anglo youth. 

Table 36 



Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question: 
If you use marijuana, how old were you when you first used it? 



Re^sjDonse 


Aniglo 


Indian 


Total 


13 or younger 


10.2 


• 25.8 


16.3 




15.:; 


17.7 


16.3 


15 


36.7 


21,0 


30.6 


16 


28.6 


17.7 




17 or older 


9.2 


17.7 


12.5 


Totals 


I00.() 


99.9 


■ loa.r ' 


Number 


98 


62 


160 



« 12.90, il'-if, p<,02 
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The data presented in Table 37 wshow the frequency of mari- 
juana use by race for those v/ho have tried It, Of those who 
have tried marijuana, 5^i.5?> have used It only one oi- two times, 
^2.5% indicated that they use marijuana several times a month, 
and 13.0$ said that they use it at least several times a week, 
Differences by race are not statistically significant. 

Table 37 

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Questlbn: 
Hovr often would you say you use marijuana? 



Response 


Anglo 


Indian 


Total 




Once or twice in my life 


52.1 


58,3 






Several times a month 


31.9 


33.3 


32.5 




Several times a week 


16.0 


8.3 


13.0 




T'otals 


100.0 


99.9 


100,0 




Number 


9^ 


60 


15^ 




The students were asked 


, "If you 


do not 


use marijuana, 





please list your reason why." Responses of Indian and Anglo 
students to this question were quite similar, with both listing 
"not interested" first and "danger to health" second followad 
by a variety of reasons each of which was given by only a small 
proportion of the students. 
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Tab.le 33 



Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question- 
If you do not use marijuana, please list your reason why. 



Anglo Indian Total 



Danger to health 


26.7 


34.2 


28.2 


Expensive 


2.3 


4.1 


2.7 


Because of religious reasons 


4.0 


4.1 


4.0 


Because it is Illegal 


6 . Q 




0 . 1 


Because my family disapproves 


2.6 


2.7 


2.7 


Because my friends disapprove 


1.3 


1.4 


1.3 


Because of a bad experience 


1.0 


1.4 


1.1 


Not interested 


45.9 


38.4 


44.4 


Other 


9.2 


11. 0 


9.6 


Totals 


99.9 


100.0 


100.1 


i^Iumber 


303 


73 


376 



The students were also asked, "If you use marijuana, please 
list your reason why." Althou.^h reasons given for using marl- 
•luana were quite similar for both An^lo and Indian youth, some 
differences should be noted. Substantially higher percentages 
of Anglo youth stated that they use marijuana because they 
"enjoy it" or for "relaxation," while higher percentages of 
Indian users said that they use it to have "fun with the gang" 
or to liven up a party," Thus, there is an Indication here of 
a sonewhat more socially oriented use of marijuana by Indian 
than Anglo students. 
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Table 39 

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question: 
If you use marijuana, please list your reason why. 



Response Anglo Indian Total 



I enjoy it 


3^».6 


23.6 


30.1 


I like to get silly 


2.5 


5.5 


3.7 


To be social 


2.5 


3.6 


2.9 


Physical feellns-- 
like to get high 


28.4 


23.6 


26.5 


Feeling of adult status 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


Fiave fun with the gang 


7. it 


16.4 


11.0 


Relaxation 


12.3 


5.5 


9.6 


To liven up a party 


0.0 


5.5 


9.6 


It tastes frood 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


Because my best friend or 
■'favorite date likes It 


2.5 


1.8 


2.2 


Other 


9.9 


14.5 


11.8 


Totals 


100.1 


100.0 


100.0 


Number 


81 


55 


136 



Prom the data presented in Table 40, it Is clear that the 
students feel that the majority of their friends feel more 
negatively toward the use of drugs other than marijuana than 
toward marijuana use. It is also evident that Anglo youth 
tend to feel that their friends have more negative attitudes 
toward drui?: use than is the case for Indian youth. 
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Percentare Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question: 
How would you say the majority of your friends feel about the 

use of druRs? 



Resoonse 



They would strongly agree 
that it is o.k. 

They would affiree that it is 
o.k. 

They would have no par- 
ticular opinion 

They would disapjree with 
anyone v/ho said usin^; 
dru?^s was o.k. 

They would strongly dis-- 
ap!;ree with anyone who 
said usln^ drupes was 
o.k. 



Anglo 

2.6 
10.1 
22.1 



27.8 



37.4 



Indian Total 



Totals 



Number 



100.0 



« 39.31, ^df, r)<.001 



11.3 
16.5 
3i|.8 

23.5 

13.9 



100.0 

115 ■ 



ii.6 
11.6 
25.0 

26.8 

32.0 



100.0 

500 



As shown in Table H, a significantly higher percentage 
of Indian than Anglo youth have used some drug other than mari- 
juana. 
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Table n 



Fercentai^e of Resr>on:lents l-ho. Have Ever Used Some Drug Other 

than Marijuana J bv Race. 



^^sponse Anglo Indian Total 

15.5 

100.0 
453 

= 18. 5i! , Idf, p .001 

Por those who have tried some drug other than marijuana, 
the drup: first used is p;iven In Table 42. Both Indian and 
Anfflo youth tended to try a hallucinogen first, with much 
smaller oercentages havins; first tried amphetamines or barb- 
iturates and only a very few having first tried cocaine, heroin, 
or morphine. 



^8.5 71.2 

Y-s 11.5 28.8 

T'otals 100.0 100.0 

Num.be r 3Z<9 io4 
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Table ii? 



Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question: 
i^hat was the first drug (other than marijuana) that you used? 



Response Anglo Indian Total 

Hallucinogen 57.5 66.7 61.4 

Amphetamine 15.0 20.0 17.I 

Barbiturate 17.^5 10. 0 li4.3 

Cocaine 7.5 3.3 5.7 

Heroin o.O 0.0 ' 0.0 ' 

Morphine 2.5 o.O l.H 

Totals 100.0 100.6 99,9 

Number kO 30 70 



At the time of the administration of the questionnaire, 
3.97 of the Anglo respondents and 16.57 of the Indian respon- 
denjt^s were uslnp; druPis other than marijuana. The numbers of 
Indian and Anglo youth who were using other drugs and the drugs 
that they were using are shown in Table H3, As is evident, the 
pattern Is similar for Indian and Anglo youth— with hallucino- 
gpn use ranking first followed by amphetamines and barbiturates 
and with very few students using other drugs. 
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Distribution by 




Race of 
drug 


Responses to the Question: V/hat 
are you using now? 


Response 




Ahp;lo 


Indian 


Total 


Hallucinogen 




7 


6 


13 


Amphetamine 




3 


5 


8 


Barbiturate 




2 


3 


5 


cocaine 




1 


0 


1 


Heroin 




0 


1 


1 


Morphine 




0 


0 


0 


Number 




13 


15 


28 



For those oersons who have used drugs, Table i\H presents 
responses to the question, "How old were you when you first 
started using drugs?" Although there Is no overall statistic- 
ally significant difference by race, It is apparent that as 
with marijuana use Indian children who have used drugs tend to 
begin their use at a younger age than do Anglos. 

Table 

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question! 
How old were you when you first started using drugs? 



Res^onsj 

rj or "younger" 




Anglo 
I k . (J 


Indian 

3r.T 


Total 
2i|.7 


?J\.0 


17.9 


21.3 


28,0 


20.5 


2i|.7 


30.0 


15. 


23.6 


ii . 0 


7.7 


3.1^ 


' 100.0 


100.0 


100.0 






89 


UTOU — -~ 
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As shown In Table ii3, reasons for not using c^rugs are quit 
similar for both Indian and Anglo youth, although a higher per- 
centapje of Anglo youth cited "danger to health" while higher 
percentages of Indian youth cited the "expense" or "bad exper- 
ience with drugs." 

Table il5 

Percentage Distribution by Race of, Responses to the Question: 
If you do not use drugs, please list your reason why. 





Anglo 


Indian 


Total 


Danger to health 


40.9 


~ 

33,3 


39.4 


Expensive 


2.6 


7.4 


3.5 


Because of religious reasons 


il.l 


3.7 


4.0 


Because it is illegal 


4.3 


2.5 


4.0 


Because my family disapproves 


3.5 


3.7 


3.5 


Because my friends disapprove 


0.9 


1.5 


0.9 


Because of a bad experience 


1,2 


6.2 


2.1 


Hot interested 


38.6 


34.6 


37.8 


Other 


4.1 


7.4 


4.7 


Totals 


100.1 


100.0 


99.9 


Munber 


345 


81 


426 



= 15.59, 8df, p<,05 

Responses of Indian and Anglo youth were alpo similar to 
the question asking, "If you have used drugs regularly hut have 
quit for some reason, please list your reason for quitting." 
"Mot interested," "danger to health," "expensive^' and a "bad 
experience" are the reasons most frequently given by boih Anglo 
and Indian youth for quitting drug use, 

005/ 
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Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question: 
If you have used drugs rec'iularly but have quit for some rea- 
son, please li;>t your reason for quitting. 



Response 


Anglo 


Indian 


Total 


uanger to health 


18.5 


19.1 


18.8 


Expensive 


18.5 


12.8 


15.8 


Because of religious reasons 


1.9 


0.0 


1.0 


Because it Is Illegal 


5.6 


6,H 


5.9 


Because my family disapproves 


3.7 


6.1) 


5.0 


Because my friends disapprove 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


Because of a bad experience 


13.0 


1^.9 


13.9 


Not Interested 


31.5 


25.5 


28.7 


Other 




14.9 


10.9 


Totals 


100.1 


100.0 


100.0 


Mumber 


54 


47 


101 



Responses to the question, "If you use drugs now, please 
list your reason why." were similar for Indian and Anglo youth 
with a few notable exceptions. A much hlp;her percentage of 
Anglo than Indian drug users said that they use drugs because 
they "enjoy" It or because of the "physical feellniy" while 
higher percentages of Indian youth said that they use drugs to 
"have fun with the gang" and for "relaxation." Again, as with 
marijuana use, there is some suggestion here of a more social 
orientation toward drug use araong Indian than Anglo youth. 
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Percenta,T;e Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question: 
If you use drugs now, please list your reason why. 



Response 




Anglo 


Indian 


Total 


I enjoy it 




^8.1 


34.1 


35.7 


Like to get silly 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


* 

To be social 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


Physical feeline;--llke to 


Ret high 


29.6 


17.2 


23.2 


Peellnp; of adult status 




0.0 


0.0 


0.0 . 


Have fun with the ?;anp; 


% 


3.7 


17.2 


10.7 


Relaxation . 






13.8 


10.7 


To liven up a party 


/ 


0.0 


0.0 


.0,0 


It tastes good 




0.0 




1.8 


Because my best friend or 
date likes it 


favorite 


3.7 


3.4 


3.6 


Other 




7.ii 


20.7 


14.3 


Totals 




99.9 


99.8 


100.0 


Number 




P.7 


29 


56 



* In summary, this section has examined similarities and 
differences in drur: use and attitudes toward drup; use among • 
Indian and Anf^io students attendin,^ four high schools In the 
wind River Indian Reservation area. The findlnpis Indicate that 
1) a slp^nlficantly hl^'.her proportion of Indian than Anglo 
youth feel that It is all right for people to use drugs if they 
want to- ^) a slf^nlflcantly hlp:her proportion of Indian than 
Anpi;lo youth think that their friends have favorable attl' tides " 
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toward both marijuana use and the use of other drugs, 3) a sis- 
nlf leant ly l^lphar proport!ort of Indian than Anglo students 
had tried marl.luana* iJ) tliere is a statistically slRnlflcant 
tendency for Indian youth to have first tried marijuana at a 
younger age than An5;lo youth; 5) among those who have tried 
marijuana, there is no significant difference by race with 
respect to frequency of use; 6) a significantly higher propor- 
tion of Indian than Anglo students have used some drug other 
than marijuana; 7) there is a tendency for Indian youth who 
have used other drugs to have begun drug use at a younger age 
than is the case for Anglo youth; 8) the rank orderlngs of 
drug first tried (other than marijuana) and drug being used at 
the tine of the study are similar for Indian and Anglo youth— 
with halluclongens ranking first, followed by amphetamines, 
barbiturates and other drugs; 9) reasons for not using mari- 
juana or other drugs are similar for Indian and Anglo youth, 
with 'not interested" and "danger to health" ranking first in 
Importance', 10) reasons for using marijuana or other drugs 
are also similar for Indian and Am-io students, although there 
is some suggestion^ of a more social orientation toward drug use 
among Indian students. 

^OMCLU.^^TOM 

Th'- ciatti o-or^-ontecl in Chanters U and III indicate that 
'ibout on^.-thlr<i of the .^+-.unf.r:t s Rtu'ilecl had tried marijuana and 
'[.bout half th-.t r-any h tried some other drug for kicks or 
r.u.i3i.i"c . /^t: tiio tlmr^ these studies v;ere conducted, pcrhaos 
ono ^ifth of bho ntudontr, vi'-^v.) using mariju^.na an--' .qbout ono in 
t'/'ontv wor.^ vi:^.in,'=* oth^ r. -ir-.:?*.", , at loast occasionally. Somo , 
c'' murz. '-'.r- 'ir; i.no* t'.vr-;-.. ^iruptr, pn.ich 'qorc frequently. Ap- 
n.'v .r.t too, f t .-.nd for first mT^ri lunna or oth-.r drug 
13 r.-'V' oc-::': d '■\t ^/r.un^i.r 'in;! vounpr.cr ovi.'r the past 

fow 7'.'-'r~ . 
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The f^lndin-'s show tim. nho .'Attitudes of* Indian students 
ore 'r^ore favorable th-^.n tho-e or An^io stiirlents tovn.rd the use 
or both mari.1u-ina nnd othor rlrMu-s n.nd th=>.t a h.tpher nercenta;i;e 
or Indian than /^nrlo titu-ients have at least trle'i mari.luana 
or other drup-s .. Reasons n-iven ror uslnn- or not usinp- both 
narHuana and other druf^s ;^re . however very sinilar for 
Indian and Anflo resnondents . althou-^h there Is some evidence 
or a r>ore soclallv oriented use of dru.Pis by Indian than Anglo 
youth. 

The data also demonstrate that those students who 
have used mariiu^'na and/or other drupis tend to have poorer 
relatlonshiDs with both their parents and the schools than 
non- users. In addition there is a strong tendency for drug 
users to be more involved in other delinquent acts than Is the 
case with respect to non-users. 

Finall^'. the data nresented shov; that drup; users have 
much more favorable attitudes toward alcohol use than non- 
users ani that drug users have, on the average, exnerienced 
many more problems subsequent to drlnkinr than non- users. 

There is little question, then, that those students 
who «.re usin-^ marijuana an^l/or other drugs are much more of a 
nroblem to ".heir narents . the schools, the community •• and even 
thenselve3-«than are those students who do not use drugs; 
nevertheless, it annears nrohahle that drur use does not 
directly cause other forms of anti-social behavior but that It 
Is r-^ther. n nart of a nattern or svndrome o^ antl- social 
behavior in which a relatlvelv hlp:h nronortlon of youth are 
Involved to a p^reater or lesser degree. 
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